The background
The Government of Botswana's homepage has a special section on 'Relocation of Basarwa', setting out the official position on a case of relocation that has caused both national and international concern. A succinct summary (downloaded April 2005) states that:
There has never been any forceful relocation of Basarwa from the Central Kalahari Game Reserve (CKGR).
There is no mining nor any plans for future mining anywhere inside the CKGR.
The intention of Government is to bring the standards of living of Basarwa up to the level obtaining in the rest of the country, as well as to avoid land use conflicts in the CKGR.
And the homepage goes on to complain:
In a world where Governments stand accused of many terrible crimes, it does seem strange that the Botswana Government should have to defend itself against the charge of improving the lives of its citizens. The Kalahari is a semi-desert, with no permanent surface water, poor soil, great variation in rainfall and frequent droughts. Out of necessity, the G|ui, G||ana and Tsila, and Bakgalagadi, a Bantu group which has cohabited with the San for centuries, have developed highly flexible land-use strategies in order to cope with an uncertain environment (Tanaka 1980; Ikeya 1999; Hitchcock 2002) . Foraging provided a crucial source of subsistence and income in the Kalahari, as it was gradually combined with the keeping of small stock (goats), the manufacture of crafts, and kind or cash payments received from various government schemes or occasional jobs on the neighbouring Ghanzi farms.
In the early stage of the reserve (1969) a borehole was installed in Xade, the largest settlement. The yearround availability of clean water attracted San from other camps and within 15 years Xade's population increased to more than 1000 people. In 1982 the government built a school and health centre to serve the needs of this community, and the people of Xade began to cultivate crops and brought dogs, goats, donkeys and horses into the reserve, to use for transport and hunting.
The CKGR is an extremely fragile ecosystem, and to protect the food supplies of the existing Bushman population, against commercial hunters coming in from neighbouring farms. The easiest way to achieve this was to use existing legislation, and to declare it a game reserve. According to Silberbauer, a 'Native reserve', or in this case a 'Bushman reserve' was also considered at that time, but this was seen as legally more complex, and politically more controversial, and it was left as an option that could be realised later. This decision, as he put it, held 'an element of expediency rather than duplicity'.
It appears that although the protectorate government had been liberal in establishing 'Native reserves' with a fair degree of autonomy granted to Tswana chiefs, the G|ui and G||ana were not perceived as political entities to be negotiated with on that level. This case is about the rights of the applicants to choose where and how they live. It is about their freedom to determine for themselves when, and how and at what pace they will join the outside world. This was the philosophy which underpinned the creation of the reserve, and to which Silberbauer will testify.
It must not be a beauty contest. The case is not about whether it is in the best interest of the residents to stay inside CKGR or to be relocated, it is not about whether they do or can or should pursue a traditional life as hunter-gatherers.
It is not about the wisdom of government policy that they should or must be integrated, or about the amount of money that the government may or may not have devoted to the implementation of this policy.
It is about the lawfulness and constitutionality of the course adopted by government. However well intended it may be, has the government gone about things in a lawful and proper way?
We say it has not. 
To what extent was the relocation voluntary?
The government of Botswana claims the moving was voluntary. On the whole no physical violence was used. Women were told their common law marriages were not recognised in the Tswana system, because they 'did not wear a wedding ring', and they should leave on their own. Children were told they were entitled to compensation and benefits, and should not wait for their parents. One witness gave a vivid description of how his children were being persuaded by the government officials to go and talk to their mother to give her Omang to them. 'The children did that because they noticed that the police were now getting into the huts removing property from the huts themselves. And so the children talked to their mother and hand over her Omang so that they could move, because it was a fight.'
The above examples express resistance to relocation. Even though it may be self-evident, it is important also to recognise that in 1997, and even to 
Justifications for relocation
The actual cost of providing services to small groups located in extremely remote areas with poor roads is a legitimate concern. A Remote Area Development • the CKGR communities occupy clearly defined traditional territories, which encompass all natural resources required to meet their long-term needs. As such, territories are self-contained ecological and economic units, and the communities have indepth knowledge of local faunal and floral dynamics
• within their respective traditional territories, they employ highly complex and flexible land-use strategies that have successfully sustained them for many generations -even during drought -yet without harming the ecosystems on which they depend. The moot point, aboriginal rights, is not solved by the debate on the carrying capacity of traditional land use practices. However, the claim that the G|ui, G||ana and Tsila have resided in the area now known as Central Kalahari 'since time immemorial' has not been disputed, and, one may add, it would be very difficult scientifically to do so. territory. The one trend is motivated by a human rights and indigenous rights concern. We will return to this.
A question of values: the notion of modernity

Outside influence
The other trend pivots around the role of diamonds.
The diamonds
Diamonds are not an issue in the court case. . Given the size of the reserve, a small foraging population would be a minor inconvenience. Moreover, the applicants say they would not object to mining 'if it brings jobs to our children'.
The disturbance for wildlife, however, of mining and road transport, might be substantial.
The 'blood diamond' campaign represents one of the greatest enigmas of the SI operation, and has a tremendous impact on a case in which it is not an issue.
It has a dubious empirical base, not in assuming that there may be future mining operations, but in identifying this as the driving force behind the Government of 
To conclude
No matter what the significance of international attention, the solutions have to be found in Botswana.
The current court case will have an impact on two levels: the case proper can be won -or lost; but there is also public opinion and popular support that can be wonor lost. So far the campaign waged by Survival
International has had a very negative impact not only on the government, but also on the Botswana public, who -unlike the international audience -can check press statements against realities on the ground. This 
Endnotes
1 Depending on context I use the term San, which is the term preferred by San organisations, Basarwa as the official term in Botswana, and Bushmen when referring to history.
2 The official figures for the 1997 relocation were: 1239 to New Xade, 500 to Kaudwane. Ikeya (2001:188) estimates that out of a total of 1700 people at that time living in the CKGR, 1130 were moved out, while 575 stayed. 
